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authoring this bill, which requires the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security (DHS) Secretary
to notify Transportation Security Officers and
airlines about TSA guidelines permitting baby
milk and juice on airplanes and ensure that
such special procedures be integrated into
TSO security training.

| recall during the weeks and months fol-
lowing the September 11, 2001 attacks as the
nation came to terms with the new normal of
terrorism there was confusion and difficulty for
young parents attempting traveling with in-
fants.

The issues were centered on the liquids that
infants and babies needed, which are included
in the bill and include breast milk and juice.

During my service as chair of the Sub-
committee on Transportation Security, the
issue of baby formula was addressed.

The ultimate solution was a change in agen-
cy policy as it related to the limitation rule re-
garding liquids that were required for infants
and babies.

H.R. 5065 would codify the practices that
the agency has in place.

| am pleased that during the markup, the
committee unanimously agreed to add the
Jackson Lee Amendment to H.R. 5065 which
adds “purified deionized water for infants”
which is essential for newborns during the first
3 months of life to the list of allowed liquids for
infants and babies who travel on commercial
flights.

| thank the Committee’s majority and minor-
ity staff for working with my staff on this im-
provement to the underlying bill.

| urge all members to support H.R. 5065.

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I have no
other speakers. If the gentleman from
Louisiana has no other speakers, I am
prepared to close once the gentleman
does.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me just say that
this legislation was unanimously sup-
ported during full committee consider-
ation. This is one of those areas where
Congress, both sides of the aisle, came
together to decide to pass a common-
sense law to ease mothers and fathers
who are traveling with infants, which,
let me just say, is a stressful task all
within itself.

To the extent that this body can
make sure that we protect the trav-
eling public but also enact common-
sense rules and laws so that we make it
just a little bit easier for those trav-
eling with infants, I think it is a good
thing. I am glad we came together. I
would urge Members to support this
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, once
again, I urge Members to support H.R.
5065.

Before I yield back the balance of my
time, I want to note what Ms. JACKSON
LEE said earlier in her statement, and
that is the Committee on Homeland
Security does work very well together.
Generally, it is a very bipartisan com-
mittee working for the common good
of keeping this country safe. This is a
small example of the cooperation we
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have on a daily basis. I am proud to be
a part of it, proud to work with my col-
leagues, Mr. RICHMOND and Ms. JACK-
SON LEE, from the other side of the
aisle. I will continue to do that for the
good of the country.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KATKO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5065, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘A bill to direct the Admin-
istrator of the Transportation Security
Administration to notify air carriers
and security screening personnel of the
Transportation Security Administra-
tion of such Administration’s guide-
lines regarding permitting baby for-
mula, breast milk, purified deionized
water, and juice on airplanes, and for
other purposes.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
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GAINS IN GLOBAL NUCLEAR
DETECTION ARCHITECTURE ACT

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5391) to amend the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 to enhance certain
duties of the Domestic Nuclear Detec-
tion Office, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5391

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Gains in
Global Nuclear Detection Architecture Act’.
SEC. 2. DUTIES OF THE DOMESTIC NUCLEAR DE-

TECTION OFFICE.

Section 1902 of the Homeland Security Act
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 592) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (c); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘“(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—In carrying out
paragraph (6) of subsection (a), the Director
of the Domestic Nuclear Detection Office
shall—

‘(1) develop and maintain documentation,
such as a technology roadmap and strategy,
that—

‘“(A) provides information on how the Of-
fice’s research investments align with—

‘(i) gaps in the enhanced global nuclear de-
tection architecture, as developed pursuant
to paragraph (4) of such subsection; and

‘“(ii) research challenges identified by the
Director; and

‘(B) defines in detail how the Office will
address such research challenges;

‘(2) document the rational for prioritizing
and selecting research topics; and

‘“(3) develop a systematic approach, which
may include annual metrics and periodic
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qualitative evaluations, for evaluating how
the outcomes of the Office’s individual re-
search projects collectively contribute to ad-
dressing the Office’s research challenges.”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. RATCLIFFE) and the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. RICHMOND)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude any extraneous materials on the
bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to be con-
sidering H.R. 5391, the Gains in Global
Nuclear Detection Architecture Act of
2016.

H.R. 5391 directs the Department of
Homeland Security’s Domestic Nuclear
Detection Office, or DNDO, to develop
and maintain documentation that pro-
vides information on how the Office’s
research investments align with gaps
in the Global Nuclear Detection Archi-
tecture as well as the research chal-
lenges identified by the DNDO Direc-
tor.

This bill further directs DNDO to
document the rationale for selecting
research topics and to develop a sys-
tematic approach for evaluating how
the outcomes of the Office’s individual
research projects collectively con-
tribute to addressing these research
challenges.

Mr. Speaker, as the attacks in Paris,
Brussels, and Turkey have shown, ISIS
is accelerating its attacks on innocent
people throughout the world. Individ-
uals in this country have been inspired
by ISIS to commit heinous acts and
crimes on our soil, murdering 49 inno-
cent souls in Orlando, Florida, and 14
more in San Bernardino, California.

Just this summer, 6 men were con-
victed in Tbilisi, Georgia, of trying to
sell uranium-238; and in January, three
members of a criminal group were de-
tained for trying to sell cesium-137—
both of which could be used to make a
dirty bomb.

Mr. Speaker, we must absolutely en-
sure that terrorists never get their
hands on radioactive materials, and
this bill will enhance DNDO’s ability to
provide radiation detection devices
specifically aimed at preventing terror-
ists from being able to obtain enough
radioactive material to construct a
dirty bomb.

This bill will ensure that the re-
search topics DNDO chooses to invest
in to enhance our ability to detect
smuggled nuclear materials are aligned
with the gaps that have been identified
in the Global Nuclear Detection Archi-
tecture, a multi-agency framework for
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detecting, analyzing, and reporting on
nuclear and other radioactive mate-
rials that are out of regulatory control.
Requiring DNDO to document the ra-
tionale for choosing research topics
will ensure that the most important
gaps in the Global Nuclear Detection
Architecture are addressed.

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to support
this measure today. I would like to
thank my colleague, Mr. RICHMOND,
and his team for the terrific work they
have done to bring this legislation to
the floor today. I believe that this bill
will better enable this country to de-
tect the smuggling of nuclear mate-
rials and will support the very critical
mission of preventing ISIS and other
terrorists from carrying out a nuclear
or radiological attack on American
soil. I urge my colleagues to support
the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
5391, the Gains in Global Nuclear De-
tection Architecture Act. My bipar-
tisan bill was approved unanimously by
the Committee on Homeland Security
on June 8. I appreciate the support of
my ranking member, Mr. THOMPSON,
and my colleagues across the aisle, Mr.
RATCLIFFE and Chairman McCAUL, in
my efforts to advance this legislation.

In nuclear smuggling detection, we
rely on the critical triad of intel-
ligence, law enforcement, and tech-
nology. The Department of Homeland
Security deploys detection tech-
nologies in maritime and border oper-
ations based on intelligence indicators
and places them in the hands of well-
trained DHS personnel.

At DHS, the Domestic Nuclear Detec-
tion Office, or DNDO, is responsible for
the coordination of Federal efforts to
detect and protect against attempts to
import, possess, store, develop, or
transport radioactive materials that
may be used as weapons against our
Nation.

DNDO, with its interagency partners,
coordinates the U.S. Global Nuclear
Detection Architecture, or GNDA,
which is a framework for detecting,
analyzing, and reporting on the smug-
gling of nuclear and radioactive mate-
rials.

In April 2015, the Government Ac-
countability Office issued a report that
looked at how DNDO manages its
roughly $350 million research and de-
velopment program. The GAO con-
cluded that DNDO needed to do a bet-
ter job of documenting the rationale
for selecting the 189 research and devel-
opment projects that it funds and how
these projects align with the research
challenges and identified gaps, espe-
cially gaps or vulnerabilities identified
in the GNDA.

Subsequently, I introduced the Gains
in Global Nuclear Detection Architec-
ture Act to, among other things, help
certify that the planning, selection,
and future funding of nuclear detection
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research and development projects are
targeted towards identified gaps in the
GNDA. Such documentation is essen-
tial to confirm that DNDO is making
the right research investments to keep
the Nation secure.

I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, how much time do I
have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Louisiana has 17%2 min-
utes remaining.

Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
want to congratulate the gentleman
for his legislation. It is very, very as-
tute and a very important initiative,
the Gains in Global Nuclear Detection
Architecture Act. Again, I thank the
chairman of the subcommittee as well
for his leadership. He is a fellow Texan.
We meet each other on several commit-
tees, but we have the opportunity to
work together on these important
issues.

Let me just briefly say how impor-
tant this is. This is a fill-in-the-gap ini-
tiative. And the gap can be dangerous.
It can be devastating. What it ensures
is that we develop and maintain docu-
mentation that provides information
on how the Office’s research invest-
ment aligns with gaps in the enhanced
Global Nuclear Detection Architecture
and with research challenges identified
by the Director, and that defines in de-
tail how the Office will address such re-
search challenges.

I have real life, if you will, examples,
in the community that I come from.
According to the U.S. Department of
Transportation, the maritime border
has 95,000 miles of shoreline and 361
seaports. One of those happens to be
the Port of Houston.

Ocean transportation accounts for 95
percent of cargo tonnage that moves in
and out of the country with 8,588 com-
mercial vessels making 82,044 port calls
in 2015. In my community alone, Hous-
ton, Texas, has a 25-mile maritime line.

In the Port of Houston, as we were
ranked one of the first in foreign ton-
nage with 46 percent of market share
by tonnage, we know what challenges
come about in the potential of cargo
being, if you will, exploited by putting
in dangerous elements dealing with nu-
clear equipment.

So the idea of Homeland Security fo-
cusing on, as this legislation says,
gains in Global Nuclear Detection Ar-
chitecture, is crucial to supporting the
Nation’s ports, securing the Nation’s
tonnage, and securing the Nation.

The Securing the Cities Act was leg-
islation that related to the idea of nu-
clear detection and interdiction of ra-
diological materials. Just last year,
the city of Houston was awarded an
initial Securing the Cities grant of $3.5
million as the initial installment of a
$30 million grant payable over 5 years.

This is a very important aspect of
nuclear detection. This legislation is a
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great partner to filling in the gap. The
grant that we received in Houston was
funded through the Urban Area Secu-
rity Initiative Grant Program, which I
cosponsored and truly believe is a
major element of protection for our
cities around the Nation.

This is, again, a potentially dev-
astating impact if some nuclear mate-
rials were able to come into a port,
come into an airport, come into our
communities. I ask my colleagues to
support H.R. 5391, Gains in Global Nu-
clear Detection Architecture Act, to be
able to provide more security to the
United States of America.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to speak in strong sup-
port of H.R. 5391, the Gains in Global Nuclear
Detection Architecture Act, which will address
the threat of nuclear weapons or unapproved
material materials from entering the country.

| thank my colleague on the Homeland Se-
curity Congressman CEDRIC RICHMOND for au-
thoring this bill, which requires the Department
of Homeland Security (DHS) Domestic Nu-
clear Detection Office, when conducting re-
search and development to generate and im-
prove technologies to detect and prevent the
illicit entry, transport, assembly, or potential
use within the United States of a nuclear ex-
plosive device or fissile or radiological mate-
rial, to: develop and maintain documentation
that provides information on how the Office’s
research investments align with gaps in the
enhanced global nuclear detection architecture
and with research challenges identified by the
Director, and that defines in detail how the Of-
fice will address such research challenges;
document the rational for prioritizing and se-
lecting research topics; and develop a system-
atic approach for evaluating how the outcomes
of the Office’s individual research projects col-
lectively contribute to addressing its research
challenges.

As a senior member of the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee, and Ranking Member of the
Judiciary Committee’s Subcommittee on
Crime, Terrorism, Homeland Security, and In-
vestigations, and serving as a member of this
body representing the Houston area, which is
home to one of our nation’s busiest ports this
topic is of great concern to me.

According to the U.S. Department of Trans-
portation the U.S. maritime border covers
95,000 miles of shoreline with 361 seaports.

Ocean transportation accounts for 95 per-
cent of cargo tonnage that moves in and out
of the country, with 8,588 commercial vessels
making 82,044 port calls in 2015.

The Port of Houston is a 25-mile-long com-
plex of diversified public and private facilities
located just a few hours’ sailing time from the
Gulf of Mexico.

In 2012 ship channel-related businesses
contribute 1,026,820 jobs and generate more
than $178.5 billion in statewide economic im-
pact.

In 2014, the Port of Houston was ranked
among U.S. ports: 1st in foreign tonnage,
Largest Texas port with 46% of market share
by tonnage and 95% market share in con-
tainers by total TEUS in 2014, Largest Gulf
Coast container port, handling 67% of U.S.
Gulf Coast container traffic in 2014, 2nd
ranked U.S. port in terms of total foreign cargo
value (based on U.S. Dept. of Commerce, Bu-
reau of Census).
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The Government Accountability Office
(GAO), reports that this port, and its water-
ways, and vessels are part of an economic
engine handling more than $700 billion in mer-
chandise annually.

The Port of Houston houses approximately
100 steamship lines offering services that link
Houston with 1,053 ports in 203 countries.

The Port of Houston has $15 billion petro-
chemical complex, the largest in the nation
and second largest worldwide.

These statistics clearly communicate the po-
tential for a terrorist attack using nuclear or ra-
diological material may in some estimations be
low, but should an attack occur the con-
sequences would be catastrophic, and for this
reason we cannot be lax in our efforts to
deter, detect and defeat attempts by terrorists
to perpetrate such a heinous act of terrorism.

DHS plays an essential role in domestic de-
fense against the potential smuggling of a
weapon of mass destruction in a shipping con-
tainer or the use of a bomb-laden small vessel
to carry out an attack at a port.

| was pleased to have been one of the lead
sponsors of the “Securing the Cities Act,”
when it was introduced in 2006 and reauthor-
ized in 2010 and 2015.

The “Securing the Cities Act,” mandated
that DHS’s Director for Domestic Nuclear De-
tection to create a Securing the Cities pro-
gram.

The purpose of the “Securing the Cities
Program” mandated by the legislation is to:

1. Assist state, local, tribal, and territorial
governments in creating and implementing, or
perfecting existing structures for coordinated
and integrated detection and interdiction of nu-
clear or other radiological materials that are
out of regulatory control;

2. Support the creation of a region-wide op-
erating capability to identify and report on nu-
clear and other radioactive materials out of
operational control;

3. Provide resources to improve detection,
analysis, communication, and organization to
better integrate state, local, tribal, and terri-
torial property into federal operations;

4. Facilitate the establishment of protocol
and processes to effectively respond to threats
posed by nuclear or radiological materials
being acquired or used by terrorists; and

5. Designate participating jurisdictions from
among high-risk urban areas and other cities
and regions, as appropriate, and notify Con-
gress at least three days before designating or
changing such jurisdictions.

The 18th Congressional District of Texas,
which | represent, is centered in the Houston
area, the 4th largest city in the United States
and home to over 2 million residents.

Last year the City of Houston was awarded
an initial “Securing the Cities” grant of $3.5
million by the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity (DHS), as the initial installment of a $30
million grant payable over 5 years.

This grant is funded through the Urban Area
Security Initiative Grant Program, which | co-
sponsored and have strongly supported
throughout my tenure on the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee.

The grant funding enables the City of Hous-
ton and its partners to work with DHS’s Do-
mestic Nuclear Office to build a robust, re-
gional nuclear detection capability for law en-
forcement and first responder organizations.

This is an important joint local and federal
effort to increase the ability of major urban cit-
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ies to detect and protect against radiological
and nuclear threats.

The DHS Domestic Nuclear Detection Office
provides equipment and assistance to regional
partners in conducting training and exercises
to further their nuclear detection capabilities
and coordinate with federal operations.

Unfortunately, the age of terrorism makes
this a more dangerous and uncertain time
than the decades following World War |l when
nation/state nuclear arsenals were being cre-
ated.

Nuclear threats are more perilous than what
our nation faced during the Cold War because
these threats come from non-state actors who
often do not have the same level of concern
for the wellbeing of their people who may face
the consequences of a nuclear attack against
the United States.

This is why this legislation is needed to ad-
dress the real threat of loose nuclear material
and the possibility that it might find its way into
the hands of terrorist or criminals.

It is important that we remain constantly
vigilant on the issue of nuclear threats that are
present in our world today.

H.R. 5391, is an essential tool to add to the
work being done by DHS to deter, detect, miti-
gate and defend against domestic nuclear
threats.

| encourage my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support H.R. 5391.

Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, I have
no other speakers, and I yield myself
the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, my bill, H.R. 5391,
would help verify that DHS carefully
prioritizes research and development
projects to actually close identified
vulnerability gaps in the Global Nu-
clear Detection Architecture.

Across the Federal Government, our
goal is to prevent nuclear terrorism by
making it an excessively difficult un-
dertaking for our adversaries. Getting
research and development right at
DNDO is critical to that effort.

I would urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 5391.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time.

I, once again, would like to commend
and congratulate my friend, the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. RICH-
MOND), for this very important national
security bill.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
5391.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
RATCLIFFE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5391, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
CO-OP CONSUMER PROTECTION
ACT OF 2016

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, pursuant to House Resolution 893, I
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call up the bill (H.R. 954) to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ex-
empt from the individual mandate cer-
tain individuals who had coverage
under a terminated qualified health
plan funded through the Consumer Op-
erated and Oriented Plan (CO-OP) pro-
gram, as amended, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 893, the
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, printed in
the bill, is adopted and the bill, as
amended, is considered read.
The text of the bill, as amended, is as
follows:
H.R. 954
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘CO-OP Con-
sumer Protection Act of 2016,
SEC. 2. EXEMPTION FROM INDIVIDUAL MANDATE
FOR CERTAIN INDIVIDUALS WHO
HAD COVERAGE UNDER A TERMI-
NATED HEALTH PLAN FUNDED
THROUGH THE CONSUMER OPER-

ATED AND ORIENTED PLAN (CO-OP)
PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5000A(e) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph:

“(6) CERTAIN INDIVIDUALS PREVIOUSLY EN-
ROLLED IN HEALTH PLANS FUNDED THROUGH THE
CONSUMER OPERATED AND ORIENTED PLAN (CO-
OP) PROGRAM.—Any applicable individual for
any month if—

‘““(A) such individual was enrolled in minimum
essential coverage offered by a qualified non-
profit health insurance issuer (as defined in
subsection (c) of section 1322 of the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act (42 U.S.C.
18042)) receiving funds with respect to such cov-
erage through the Consumer Operated and Ori-
ented Plan program established under such sec-
tion,

‘““(B) during the calendar year which includes
such month, such issuer terminated such cov-
erage in the area in which the individual re-
sides, and

“(C) such month ends after the date on which
such coverage was so terminated.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to
months beginning after December 31, 2013.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill
shall be debatable for 1 hour, equally
divided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

The gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
SMITH) and the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. LEVIN) each will control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nebraska.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rials on H.R. 954, currently under con-
sideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska?
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